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CERUmE R 032 Be, 63T 100875)

H E EFETRHRT “PRERE LI, R THRESSEREAFREMOIRT. £ “4idT
@7 e Amh b, EAMERIIA “RBBARY )5 KARAR, MAEERZEHEM, +REARRT F
G R, B RGBT, AR E X RAPTA QR IEF R BATAT tn e 2 Gedo 7, 2Bk
VULEAE 22 kN “AEXGRF” R HEBIRA” BT G & 5 Z LB o) R A, 45 st @ At g
TEFALW . EFEROARALETEREL SRRl AR 0975 XABA RN 4niRgM. “ERrER”
RETAREFE KRG H A

XBIR EFEK, FREA; g DWEESFX; EEBEK

SES B842S

HH EHAL 80 R4, B 2K I A T 4 A Jiike TEIXEHFF, SARRE KPR T4
2] IR G Hhff R = % 0] 8 (Elstein, Shulman, & IR Y A LD A 1)) I — 25 3 LR,
Sprafka, 1978), AT, ARZHAHKABERKINELT KE SR AR T B 2B e A .
AEFHF GHH B2 76 ) SR e — B E L R, BOXENZH TS H 5B KK R
2257 o XATAR AT — M il AR e 8 0 15 2 PR R JEREE WM. FBL T
FEBEAE T KR RT3 SE 5t . % Simon F IR BRAE SUIEAT 1) B [EMZ 0 50t 4R A — B0
Chase (1973) 7E [ElBr G AL SUSAT 70 SR 52, 8 g ie—— WA P2 gt R BN
— AR T AR A0 B 2% B 9 07 92 DA RR AR R 22 U TT R 1) A H M2 5 E A 15
AR AKIRAE KA AR, B B RKIKEFENZ A IE M St R TEIX LEHT
LRI T8 F ARG LU T 2m AL  [a) iR SO, T R B R B AR A AR S R AN R
PO FEAHTE R A8 (Patel & Groen, 1986; Barrows WZE, ARG NI 8 N AT [RIZ F0 03 B0 AR AR RE
& Feltovich, 1987) S SL 1 R T T S Gk R DR A N o AN =S

by b, KRZHFR P TR E KRR SHARY A 45 DL R — B S ) s i S A A g . T
B, MZWEKEZ K LN RROR 2% HERY, T LKERPEACERHER (B, &
KA E ALBTENERXPHRGG UKL K2 ERINBEEED) X A5 BRI EMZ S ZAL T8 T
D 275 ) B 2 A AT R AT e R A T [ st ML KB X B B K AKSP AR R %R 12
S N S RN S DR S TP M 3 G AAFLE R U B O R AFRAF IR R SR A0 H

Ji AT R ) AN (intermediate effect) (Schmidt &
. . e Boshuizen, 1993a).
1 EFERHRMARY P EEHR oshuizen, 1993)

Schmidt F1 Boshuzen (1993b) H “Z1iH4TH”
(knowledge encapsulation) [FIU %S« H ) 2 20
WEAT TR B0 H BRI RS0 AR e 24 5
PO AT N L, XA F 208 3 R L,
A AT 95 N RIS SR AR RREAR AT T 32 4

H De Groot (1965) 7t FrZaL4TIaFH H h
P2 T T KRG, B il EZE AR
SEIR A RGO LR AE (1) P 25 G A R — Pl s 4 1)

Wk F1 9 2008-04-22 R, FrUABEE SR K, TRzt . &
w st A SR A — R MRITE R (e M, MERKRARER, EfinBgd g
06AgIY028). PR CREAR T —— I O Y — 2 B
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BT UG “ A8 WM EAZ LA AL R
sz, AHILBUIR D S RS A I S5 AR A
TORRITA R, BSOS AER
VR HEARKENSEANIN L, T AERIZ I &I, &
KR RZ “ITR” st AL
(RAFFAE. i, ik AR A AL — A B R
Mg, PRI FRe. 780, T, B
AR D BRRAEREIR, R AR S BEAT I IF R
B PN BB AEAEAR 7 “WOIAEAEAR 7 A2 B2/
XA RBL RIS AAEREAT AN B “4T 87 )5
P e, A BRI AR BE S . X AT LR
B A AT 2 ZORH S A IR B 8] 2 SRR A 2

2 EREEFIREGH: N “HMiRTE” 8
“ERImAIA”

G2 KA ST T R I “ e #” G1R
TR R E R EAERRE PR FFRK
W, 7 CHRITR” B b, BREARIRKE
EENREL PR IA” 1y AR, T “ PR
JHIAS” 1R 5 A58 8 A ok o S P B B b
& (Schmidt & Rikers, 2007).

2.1 EREEEYEFMIRMIGKRESZMIRALHLR
AR

WK, TREAERAPFMERN IR 5
MlEE 22 E0R . CURRE AR 22 501D R PR S 24 0
o AP RITRRR T AR IE 5 DhRe LR T he
FER AL, 30 B A R B 2 I BRI S IR R
N K TR IMAEIR R AR A RT3y
TAIR, &R T = AR5 W 5% DL B 0 v
I T2 5

AR 2 SN ORI PR T2 2 R ARAE % 5 Sk i 2
WTZH 2RI 2 R b = A PR R B “ JRAT
{7 % (knowledge encapsulation hypothesis) Fil
“PIICfiRE” (the two-world hypothesis). HI [ L&
$¢ A, Schmidt 1 Boshuzen (1993a, 1993b) 7Ef#REE
CHpEE RN N CATRET A iR, fRATTIA
Hh, TEERKRBEERT, 5K AEYEE 2 ARG
IRANRPEE S — A5 TR I SR g i h——4
WIBEE SRR T gk AL R AR EGS
WiknZsrh . oW, LR ERRAMABIIGIR
PR AT RAE, DA B22mR  “4T8a”
BATERRARZ T o B EZEME, “Ta” 1)
RAFEEFKARG M By, sk
R R IREERT B3I, BB RO T ZeE b

R R BRI AT . Schmidt A1 Boshuzen (1990)
EARH, RIS IZR, X R T AT
R AT BB FRE—EAS TR
BAGEA “IRA. BN, AESWrE B, LXK
PO AU “HT6” IR AREES, TI/EiS e W
BEAMETR T, AT A AR T 41600 P9 28 DA B & 7E 3L
TR A A AN, B R S A A s 2 S R

I E AT AR REFNHERE . SR “ A7 B R M
A Ry B B S UE B S (Rikers, Schmidt,
Moulaert, 2005).

Patel (19900 %5 A “Pc” RBCHIE AN,
AL B 2 S UURH I PR = 22 S RE B R SR g5 4
AMTHLN, GRS, FHES BT
HRA LU A FIHERARA . AATAK, RIR AU
DAIGeSS P 2% 1R TE AR SR I . FEIXAS Mg, I=
WRARLE . FEIRFIZ W B B A 72 —iE /. Tk
W= AR S DA SR 0 2 T AR AT 20k ke 1,
W B0 S80I A B AR R o I PR TR e T
P Wr, T A s 25 U N AR g AL 5 T
AR EENEM . BARFE “ =07 B
HOREX PP AR TE S M R Dh e L =
AT EIRE], A2 AR S IR AR
HECRIW, AW A PUER A R I RIS 45
RPN IR T, Mg X “HA
TS Z IR R . ABAEUIT g 37— MRy
[HT, TR M AR 4 H I A b A R

T2 7 RO “Zon” Bk, #REk
W F S Wik BB T IR RERSS, RAA A
I R IR TC AR B0 N Il I, ARAT 1A <= s
HAEYIEE 2251
2.2 EREXEIEKRMIRAIELFH “IRIRBIA”

WREINA, “F 07 MBI = FERE =S b
EFFUEHILT (Schmidt & Rikers, 2007). M5, B
HIRREI AR ZR, “Fa” IR AR X4
LA PRI BIA 7 Gillness scripts ) (Custers, Boshuizen,
& Schmidt, 1996). L 5B EAE MK 2 W LTI H
SRR AR T “BIRIA” IR AR

R4 Feltovich 1 Barrows (5] H Custers et al.,
1996) HIMLAL, FEARIAE —DRUR T Zi1,
FE=ANTEERS: (DF RS (enabling condition),
B9 NS 5e e 25, filnarsd . o BEA s s
MATHZE L. BOE . BB E MRS W, &fE
AT N5, IXELRIFE T RETE R BP0 Q) BEHk A
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(fault), BIGIHEIEIMThRERERT T, FZHEY
EAARERER, WEURAVAAEAAL; QORI
(consequences), HF{ Ll g di f T 5 5 2 URIRE
WAEFNTER . 76 “TRIRIAR” WZA B, 282
Ao AT RIAEPIE AR, T RIER
H R IAR” BT S WHERIN — RS H B E.
X B 2 AR LD “FT0” BT “%
A (AR A, R BIAS T R AN B P DA B
I e REAT SE B, I BE AR 12
Wi $2 4k — A~ — B A5 Ut ( Charlin, Tardif, &
Boshuizen, 2000) .

2 RN 00 BRAE O 0, 55 IR At — 4
R ZH R, X SR O A A R AR AE RS IR |
EATZ AN AR DG FR DL RRIR I R4 E V9T T
B 2577 TH 145 B (Charlin, Boshuizen, Custers, &
Feltocich, 2007). %1, —/MNEAEFAEETR “4IHE
A 5E 4% ”(bacterial maxillary sinusitis ) JHIAS f“ 75
RAAET SRIMLE S “CPIRFFEERT ] 7« BLBH 7
HFZ N7 AR, XL TR FIME . i,
XF PR XA R, AR A A
R NI U= L N SRS KR /S A
X — RS, AR T b e R B IR B -
TERE— AR T2 AR 1, 75 SE BB IR S5 1T,
B WA N BRI E . FE& S5 7rh, X
R XKL, HEGABUER “WiEE
TG, IR X REAL BRI “RR S IE]
S 7o TR LOBR AR ] AR RE N A4 B AR T8 W TR 7R
TFHITA RIE R o A Ao AL 05 1 E 4 A
B, IS HARRMER AR, EHRHEE
—HHATR A B, 7E CaNBE Pk B B,
WY NE T SR Wik, ERAETTHERSE
TARATZ B A X G R BT 2 W BT
AL B A A BB AR T R .
R A 2 A Tt 2 491 B 5 5 AR RIS L 2 8 o

PN AL B A DA EEZE R RHAE (Charlin et all.,
2007). H—, JBT—MEARRE B EHARR . [F
ARAEFIFEIR CRREFARIGAE) AT IR T ILA A, 28
= AN EOE W LS BUS — AN A B 3
T o X AR AT PN AR L AR IR A A T 5 L 1)
JHIA I A 4G — SRV IR 4, DU S AN [ 287
PP AR . =, WAR—D—RIELH,
AT DASRRE — A0 AT A — AN Sl . B AR —IK
290 R A ARYE M N 545 SR I S ) A

ABEATIRAE, B A BT F ARSI A . XA A Ak
SEAB A PRI Rt A B0 BT 10 AR S 757 2 T P B
Ao S, XESETTE AL LA B AR IR B
AT

B AEAE I I R SR P, BRER T 5 A
AR . AERHF NREAT IS W, B AR T ). AR,
FRAE R AR E R DA ARAE IR A3 ) 0 5 2 VB T
FRIRIAS o BIAS BRG] AASE I A 00 s 1 Jes P A T
TR 42 A2 I Al B AT (45 X Al 7 AT
1IE i K/ ( Van Schaik, Flynn, Van Wersch,
Douglass, & Cann, 2005). &4 A SfEde 5 —
A2 W A BE BT 2 — A BALAS I 457 112 W R ek
P, AT 2 Tl B AP WO e R 2 A i it
ITEE MRS . AR ARG, PR s —
AMFHREIBA A AR R EI . 2os—4
HIE “Te4” MA. EPIFMEL T, BEAHRSSS
3 2% UE SO B B AS 2 75 5 W A, 8 P 45 SR AT T
Bt AR AR IS, IXFPIESE RS AR SE R bt 5t
A R A A BEATIRE A R . XS AR A
AMERLR YL, HA I RN . R
RIIANHRZHME, AR AR (Blhn, ik
SBUENAT I S R A S, A b s
RIMAR WAELLD , REWSFL X B HIBIASRE 143 21 30E
LA (R, SR fE MR AT R R
o, A SSEL S S E RS WO e HAT
KEATE . S Wi FE B 7% BT 3 0 16 AN AT
k. e, HERER - AIEE RERA.

LRELAGEFENRIKER, METEER
PR A, LERHE NIHATSWnT, A s A
K HBI . ERXFEAE T RS MR T 5, A
3L FAEB W R AR E R 0 A

3 EREHIESITERIZSHIHEEAN
LEELL R EAEIRRY, 2R RS E W
Bl 0 T, 43 A R R 4 A i T
(Kulatunga-Moruzi, Brooks, & Norman, 2001 ). #£ 5
BreEn e, I R s A i 3o A DA RN 256 B — 95
RE IR B SO — i od BT 75 2 A AR AR AR SR Al
HZWT, BRI LR T4z AR X SR 0] o
MZEAES BT N L, B AN TG B BT A B AR AE R
SEREAT AR A M R0 R Gt o AT, T “ Bl
7 BRI B B0 5 DL RS AR,
THH R 2 W ¥ . Norman 25 A\ (2007) [HIF9TEE
WY, TEeWid R, o3BT R B i RS A
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TR IRAEM, BT = 250 1 I R 25 4 R
ek, SRifu, BEEIRRSR R, MI1REk
0T SR WA ) 1 A LA AP i TS Sy R 1 S %
Hb AR oA I s, B R AR 5117
S T (0 R A 4 A 2 o T SRS

3.1 &Rl

eIz b, B R B fR B AR T 12
R, AR AR R, R, HEL )
ey RS EVFRS ARIE. EIREE, A SEEE kP
552 FHUCHEC (2978 AR i 3 2 Wi % Al 12
.

LTREAFEEFNRKREE, HEATEER
GRHA . SR EMEEEM, TREERE
fis A P S5 B BBl B A DI 2% (¥ 455 J2, rh B ERORH DG A%
B R IEFRR Y. Elstein & (1978) 5, 7
W BB BT e B HER 2 Wi 2 R F5
AR —ANTEERAE, TS W LR B RE SR 1S
BRUE R WS A 0 A 2 3L 52 T A ) (K AR
AJE K. 7 Hobus ZE N (1987) [M#FFLH, b4
6 1 R B A R T S e A — Oy A . AR5
IR R AEAT IS W % xR A B VRIET T fa 4
HufiR (il B, BRIGTERIE, AR
T, UM R T AT R A S
B AR AR . Bk, s ks, [N
I 5K NI R, ] DUHETRE A R4
FIVEG o AEIRSE(E B FERS b, BRI AR X i
HZ W IE Rz Z i RIS R . TFRgREm,
HABREANBENEH EMREmTHTE
Ao TR NGRS, ALK AN EEE R
(FHERZAM PHZ R FEE AR 33%. XL
FW, LR EE LI MR AL 1 A T TR
EfE R . TREANEARE “HRAMT FE
FER P o] LSRG AE S 0 AR, 328 AR IE RS

HURARH, BEE KPR, BEEME
(K1 TR SN A E AR AR AN TR
I B LI MBS T 2 MR B & 4 E 5.
U, Custers 25 (1996) BESRUARIS— L1297 A I IR
B BEATHIE, SRR, BEE B L KACF 1
s, AT ITEE KT R S B AR 0. &
BRI, B2k 82 Wik 1) B b 1R 993 A 1)
Hoom 5 JLATHE K IR 5 R A I 2 ) 5 E
M%< % (Van Schaik et al., 2005), THREAINHEF
R AR R LA R, BT R

PE7 I ARSI R LT A B . AE BRI 1)
FEh b, AR EARIE R AR 0 E B A AT
WE, Mol —PiE G MR . R Ak, X
Tl AT AFEAS, 56 10 b it A AR G 1 o S B
A A BhEeE RRRE R T DU T R E AR
W i FvRE A L T 3 B SR AP
3.2 #fHRSI

LREAEIRGSWITRET, BT RSN
SISRIE AL, KRR B 5ms . & RKEEEL
RSB R B T KR IS VA T i), X L8955 451
CAREA 4 16 BELAS (4B U A AE K i o 722 T
BORBIR, L 51 A2 m] LAE I 6 ARABL IR 2 i A5 481 1
PRI 2 Wi

SRR IN N, —A AR 1EZ
o, AR ER AR N %S T RSN RER, IEE
S ESTERD &l o m IR R B — A~ Bk 1)
S B RE 0 T HEAT I ( Brooks, Norman, & Allen,
1991), Ak, Norman %5 (1989) il 56X —
B B2 W32 2 2 2R )
AR A 52 . E S0 BT Sk — R e
S 2 ) — 0 RS WU, AR SRR S
A, AN HAANRMLIT T4 . B,
A —R TP A RS, BIRA 5
fulPE Bz ARG, A4 — 4Lk % ) —3RAR LAY i<
WA F, I 4K ] SR B A AL
B S T B S T SR STREAT T Bt B
— AR AR R BT [R5, DA R R B 4 X
SR LEMGE I B, A HIAH R0 B 75 AT AR
HEATI . A0 SRR A 2 W7 3 AR IS A S R
B, BB A RIS, R 23 i
WAL O) = A B B Js ) 7 S T THI PR U, (82
b Fax 2605 Q5 BRI R LR R, MR
A I BB R U s e 2 W . SR, G AT A
Wiz e OAHALERT D B 2 FEBI R,
KPR S W SR 45 R, RN B,
TSR RIS 2R B BRI 7R, TS iE
2N 94%, T EIEERAHLUA S bR EARR P
T, HA 38% MR B IER 112 W, RIE—
ik J& S BRI RS e A AR AR T 4 o TX e SR
FE AR AR B AE 12 Wr okt TR KAEHT

BT R 032 W e BAS 55 B0 BT A A AR
RERBEATAF AN R R AT, TR ez
A7 IR 55 2w AR AL R BRI AT E A AT P B
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HWFIEH (Norman, Young, & Brooks, 2007), &
F BT D (s TR IERA RS T, H 2 W
S5 GO IEMRI B BEAf 58 BRI, ABATIZE I I R)
EILHFK, BAZWIAER TS s todife i —
AFEGEBCRIE M X BT AR 55
BTk 2 W28 7 2l vT DA R % X = AR 7R 12 i
JEE R I SR A

EX BETI 5 1) 5 SEARSEHE T 3] Bz s 2% LA AN
SR, —R TS EE R IR, TRV ARG
A AR M 53 fif A AE o BI XX AN )BT, Norman %5
(2005) XPLHE (ECG) 2 WiiAT THEFT. #5T
B EEEGE R, W ARTER . PR, DO AEE
ATHAE, XUfE BERM LS 2N sE IR,
AR BT ARFBAE IR, W SRR A A 2R 1)
903 NAT BN s e 1 B A2 AL T T R, K RO IE
ST 25 0 A5 B S 2 R 2l )
FHIAEL (REZFR_ BN S AR 1,
11 BB LIRS W R 22 I\ 46% T BE S 23%. 1X/N0F
REERMT U, 12U RS2 e wi vl e, H
NEFRZHEF . Fob A —Lemt s,
= A0 — B8 A ZEAZ AR B IR 2 0 S22
FEAE T SERER M (Kulatanga-Moruzi, Brooks, &
Norman, 2004) . JSUE IR EES52 0k % ZIE T AEB R 5
IS WA AR AL T B U IR T e, (R
AN B 52 1 P2 22 (R At 43 S RN AU R L ol 1) 3
W .

4 EFEERKARBIKRKAE

LR A I KA R IAE S W 14 55 A A
I (Rikers, Winkel, Loyens, & Schmidt, 2003). ifij
HHAT, T EREBERILL “BEREA” 7K
HLUERMARL . EWMASCITRRK, TxE
AR R IR b, K E IR R AN A
COIFIA 1) AR H SRR, IR
J&. 5Ei. TENEIRIZW, Al IERE 0 A )
AEFGEAR AT B — 087, TREET “PImA”,
I IR B RGN 8 AT AR
PRI T HER 12 T .

G NMEER T, TXKIM Cexpert
performance) [F#5AE & AR fg 50 2 45 WPk
EWHIEFNIRRAE . TLARSC KI5
W 2 R T KEATEERAES TR, EHE
T SRMAUHEET “AFES)” WL KR
M AT N2 T KR RA T, R T LK

Bk, BLIE RS AR L RARA R R E SR
Hr. QUFTPERTE S T R B RIS N M LK

BT CRML R BRI, APTTA R
By “immdE LR R R 5 CLx”
“HARMAELR” ILAX 4y, LI MR 7R e
LRMAR (Mylopoulos & Regehr, 2007). %
F (HASRMAELF) AHEAHAUE N R H R
R RE KT o AT AR T AR RE AL ) H R
PRI RE I EATE IE H T ac k. SR, 241
I — AN 97 P B B e 0 ) AT, AT 1T SR Ak S Al
XA LA 100 R 2 ff e I L, 7 AS 2 TR 2 ) R At
VR TN (A0S T T = Al N Y A = )
CHEAITN AT QTR G 3 1 B8 T A RRAE
AN 2 LU 302 ) R PRS2 L BRI 1 Bl Ak
FFIE” s AR PR 22 B AT 7 A IR G it & K7
7E “HERHUTS” i “ENMERK”, A RERIES
[ECENZE R SIE N

&R T KRR TR R K S, 2
R AT B sl W, L5
iy RI%Ia FH T BNV % 1) FBUhn DA G 3 1 1
fift . FLIE 0L RACAR BT 57 ) R 0 i, Refis 52
M GBI (15 BR i an il R % is 205
B, WHBARGEER hER. E5EEE
REALRAFHE XA HIAARF R E S, XA
A% 5 B AR ST D U, 45 B AR
TR FY R BIRS, & KRR T AT N2
(482 (Feltovich, Spiro & Coulson, 1997), &4 Hf
FEPRE, LRV CUR RS — o 20 s ) A7
(Y SREmE , X S 5 B A A b TR R AT A
B R HE [ ) . (Robertson, 2001) 6

AW T AR 3 B KRN IE A B K ]
M ER - AT A ) G R B K 0 % AR
M REAT T 2223 ME A T4F . #140, Alexander
(2003) $#&H T EKIEMM MDL (model of domain
learning) T, SRIHEMLEIVL. RIS T, MR &
HANHAE SR TR G T R OAL, M T %
KTE R = ANBY BE: N AT FIURS 24 . Lajoie(2003)
SR N Az & KOk R I A4 Ak, RS R &
KIE BN AENLE], X ELEE B &M . bR
Yk B U K B AR S T BUR B P B K
JERL. Rayne %5 (2006 ik 40 I 282 ¥ SEEG UE
W, M Mg o7 U B2 A TG S M LK
Pandy (2004) WLAA# TREZES) R, StHnfmyrgy
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N KT T R ISR, RS AnIR . B
SRR LS IER S5 R R A A B SE M A K
LN

SR, HETR T B2 10 E N L RBP4 T
ELH B IR SR A 15 I TS R
MIsCRE. I, B R MIBTTTICRE b B 2 3
TR T AL, EECASEIMNA. T5
LAV T B, ARAT € IR 7 e
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The Knowledge Structure and Diagnostic Reasoning of Medical Experts
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(School of Psychology of Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875, China)

Abstract: The discovering of ‘intermediate effect’ in medical expertise research inspires researchers to explore the
knowledge structure of medical experts. On the basis of ‘knowledge encapsulation’, medical experts’ knowledge is
organized with ‘illness script’. With the accumulation of clinical experiences, medical experts acquire ample ‘illness
scripts’. On diagnostic reasoning, they needn’t carefully and systematically analyze all the signs and symptoms of
the patient, but activate the matching ‘illness script’ automatically and make a diagnosis. This activation, called
non-analytic, is based on recognition of either an instance or a pattern. The nature of medical expertise lies in the
knowledge organization of the medical expert. ‘Adaptive expertise’ represents the future direction of expertise
research.

Key words: medical expertise, medical expert, knowledge structure, diagnostic reasoning, adaptive expertise.





